Perhaps our new resolve is also the result of the changing political times. On a daily basis we hear and see un-blushing reports of the defense of the American "empire" in the mass media. The drums of war in the Middle East are beaten unabashedly by the oil industry and its political cohorts. The President of the United States rules as a result of corruption in Florida and the usurping of power by a conservative Supreme Court. In mid-term elections, only 30 percent of the electorate bothered to participate, yet the media presented the results as though the conservative administration has a popular mandate. Large demonstrations in Washington and around the United States against the war fever were not reported (or were minimized) in the mainstream media. Preventive detention has become the order of the day and lawyers defending "undesirables" are themselves subject to legal persecution. The chemical industry gets special favors from the war on terror, while the social safety net-no great shakes to begin with-further erodes.
Are these reasonable concerns to take up in a journal of occupational and environmental health policy? We think so. We are not merely concerned with Bush administration actions on the "environment"-oil, chemicals, drugs, and war are subjects of policy which we must engage. If the war on terrorism becomes a rationale for negating the right to know; if workers are subject to psychological testing and the inherent dangers of careless chemical companies are ignored; if undocumented workers are terrorized and denied human rights to organize, to safe and healthy work, to complain; if reproductive rights are denied and privacy is attacked-this is the stuff of policy. We need to discuss the issues, we need to "speak truth to power," especially in difficult times.
And we are required to attend to the global dimensions of policy. The current administration's disguised and overt support to a coup in Venezuela reminds us of the horrendous role of past administrations in Latin America, especially in Chile. The continuation of the economic blockade to Cuba after the so-called "end" of the Cold War also shows the deep roots of the links with the Cuban exiles in Florida. Now that several countries in Latin America are looking for alternatives to the Free-Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA) after the powerful victory of Lula in Brazil, it is time for us to support this new breath of fresh air coming from the South. If George Soros and Joseph Stiglitz can express reservations about the triumph of the International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the "market," how can we fail to explore the impact of global capital on health, safety and environment? Foreign policy driven by corporate power and international finance has meant the refusal of the United States to ratify the Kyoto Agreement, the refusal of the United States to sign the international landmines treaty and to endorse a bona fide international war crimes tribunal. The United States defends the intellectual property of drug companies, but not the human rights of workers and citizens in the Middle East, in Asia, or, for that matter, at home.
We welcome your participation in this new editorial approach. It's time to get specific.
